
 
 
 
 

Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Noxious and Invasive  

Weed Treatment Project 
 

Gallatin National Forest 
 

July 2004 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and 
activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, gender, religion, age, disability, political 
beliefs, sexual orientation and marital or family status. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all 
programs.)  Persons with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of 
program information (Braille, large print audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA’s Target Center 
at 202-720-2600 (voice and TDD). 
 
To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, office of Civil Rights, Room 325 
W, Whitten Building, 14th and Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call 
(202) 720-5964 (voice or TDD). USDA is an Equal Opportunity Provider and employer. 



 

 Noxious and Invasive Weed Control Project 
Draft EIS 

Gallatin National Forest 
Bozeman Montana 

 
July 2004 

 
Deciding Official: Rebecca Heath, Forest Supervisor 

For Further Information Contact: 
Susan LaMont, Project Team Leader 

Hebgen Lake Ranger District 
PO Box 520 

West Yellowstone MT 59758 
(406) 823-6976 

 
 
 

ABSTRACT 
 
The Gallatin National Forest is proposing to expand its current integrated invasive weed control 
program to include weed control treatment on 13,260 acres that are currently at risk to invasive 
weeds. The purpose and need of the project is to prevent and reduce loss of native plant 
communities associated with the spread of invasive plants. Specifically, the purposes of this 
project are to treat weeds within the Gallatin National Forest, and to reduce the impact of weeds 
on other resources. 
 
Four alternatives have been developed to achieve these objectives. Alternative 1 Proposed 
Action - would expand the current weed program to treat 13,260 acres of weeds with herbicides 
(both aerial spray and ground treatments), mechanical, cultural and biological control methods. 
Alternative 2 No Herbicides - would combine mechanical, cultural and biological methods to 
treat 10,434 acres of weeds, but would not use herbicides. Alternative 3 No Change from Current 
Action - would continue to treat 1,162 acres with herbicides (ground application only), 
mechanical, cultural and biological control methods. Alternative 4 No Aerial Application - 
would treat 13,106 acres with herbicides (ground application only) in addition the mechanical, 
cultural and biological control methods. All alternatives include prevention and education as 
important tools for weed control. 
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